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	Comments


PRR258 is meant to address RMS Issue #5  - this issue is specific to facilitate notice to MPs when a Move-in is Un-executable.

These following Sections need to be added to this PRR (removed from PRR258):

15.1.4.7.1

15.1.4.7.2

15.1.4.7.3

15.1.4.7.4

	15.1.4.7.1
Notification Request (Unexecutable) to ERCOT

After the New CR has received the Premise Information in accordance with SET 814_05, the TDSP will wait until the scheduled Move-in date to energize the premise.  If upon the field visit to the premise the TDSP is unable to execute due to conditions that require Customer resolution, the TDSP will send a Notification Request transaction to ERCOT in accordance with the SET 814_28. The transaction will indicate the appropriate reason code for the Completion Unexecutable of the Move-in request.  If  the Move-in has been completed unexecutable, ERCOT will internally flag the transaction as complete and will not expect the SET 867_04 to complete the life cycle.  

15.1.4.7.2
Notification Request (Unexecutable) to CR

If ERCOT receives a Notification Request in accordance with the SET 814_28, ERCOT will forward the notification to the CR in accordance with the SET 814_28 or its MIS equivalent. In this case the CR will not receive the SET 867_04. Once the condition has been corrected by the Customer, a new set of transactions must be initiated by the CR starting with the SET 814_16.

15.1.4.7.3 Notification Response (Unexecutable) to ERCOT

The CR will return a Notification Response to ERCOT in accordance with the SET 814_29 or its MIS equivalent. 

15.1.4.7.4
Notification Response (Unexecutable) to TDSP

ERCOT will return the Notification Response to the TDSP in accordance with the SET 814_29.




-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

There are some language inconsistencies that need correction (s/b more consistent)

Note:

Section 15.1.4.5 - Response to Registration Notification Request from TDSP

Section 15.1.1.7 - Response from TDSP to Registration Notification Request

Both sections are very similar in language and should probably be re-aligned (the titles "say" the same thing but are worded differently).  Section 15.1.4 discusses Move-ins...Section 15.1.1 discusses Switches, therefore the language as consistent as possible in the body of the sections.  It would also be nice to add “Move-in” in the title of 15.1.4.5 and add the word “Switch” in the title of 15.1.1.7.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

This one includes some language in the correction to Section 15.1.4.5 in the middle part of the paragraph ("...unless the SET 814_28 Permit Notification Request transaction is sent within the two (2) Business Days" - - we need to fix the labeling of the 814_28 as noted below in the Global Change comment).  This same language can be used for revisions (258, 259, 260) that correct 15.1.1.7 and 15.1.4.5.

Global Change across #258-263:

Where the 814_28 is mentioned, it should be labeled "Notification Request" (instead of "Permit Notification Request") and the 814_29 should be labeled the "Notification Response" because we are using this notification transaction to (1) notify ERCOT and the CR that a permit is required for move-in, (2) that the permit was never received and the move-in order is completed "unexecutable", (3) this can transaction can be used later for any other notification-worthy info that needs to flow between MPs. 
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